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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Applicants' arguments filed on 8/8/05. Claims 1-26 are pending and presented 
for examinations. 



DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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Claims 1-5, 8-19, 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Koss (US Patent Application No. 2004/0062213 A1) in view of 
Beckmann et al (US Patent 6,901,331 B1). 

As per claim 1 , Koss discloses a method for facilitating use of the global 
positioning system (GPS) the method comprising: 

coupling a client device (fig. 2, # 20, client/brower) to a network (fig. 2, 
Internet) and to a GPS device (the computer's GPS receiver, U 0039, fig. 2, # 60); 

using the client device to access a database through the network (as client 
sends HTTP request to query database via an Internet, fig. 3, # 312, querying a 
database, fig. 2, # 62), wherein the client device provides information (as client 
sends HTTP request with embedded coordinates, Fig. 3, 306), the database 
containing the GPS coordinates that correspond to a plurality of locations (as a 
GPS coordinates with databases of geographical dependent topics to specify locations, 
independent of actual locations that are specified in the HTTP requests, 0032, 0051); 

Koss does not explicitly teach that wherein the client device provides information 
corresponding to at least one location in a format that lack GPS coordinates for 
describing the at least one location; obtaining from the database the GPS coordinates 
corresponding to the at least one location; providing GPS coordinates corresponding to 
the at least one location to the GPS device such that information regarding at lease one 
of direction and distance between the current location and the at least one is obtained. 
However, Beckmann teaches that the client device provides information 
corresponding to at least one location (col. 4, lines 24-25), other than a current 
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location, in a format that lack GPS coordinates for describing the at least one 
location' col. 4, lines 26-27); obtaining from the database the GPS coordinates 
corresponding to the at least one location (col. 4, lines 4-5, 29-30, abstract, lines 5- 
6); providing GPS coordinates corresponding to the at least one location to the 
GPS device such that information regarding at lease one of direction and 
distance between the current location and the at least one is obtained (abstract, 
lines 11-13, col. 4, line 28, col. 9, lines 18-23). Thus, it would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings 
of the cited references to provide the step of the client device provides information 
corresponding to at least one location in a format that lack GPS coordinates for 
describing the at least one location as disclosed, obtaining from the database the GPS 
coordinates and providing information regarding at least one location and a direction 
and distance between the current location and the at least one is obtained as disclosed 
by Beckmann because using the contains retrieved latitude and longitude information 
(see Beckmann 's abstract) would provide convenience to users of Koss's system to 
enter a landmark or waypoint not having a conventional navigating associated/or 
corresponding therewith. 

As per claim 2, Koss teaches wherein providing the GPS coordinates to the 
GPS device is performed automatically (coordinates are embedded in the HTTP 
requests automatically, without any intervention by a user, U 0034). 

As per claim 3, Koss teaches wherein the network is the Internet (jf 0020). 
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As per claim 4, Koss teaches wherein accessing a database comprises the 
steps of: accessing a predefined web page through the client device, the predefined 
web page being coupled to the database; and accessing the database through the 
predefined web page (GPSLocation:46.21 . N, 85.30 W has been determined to be 
appropriated resource "/mymap.asp" from server "mobile. msn.com", 
11 0035-0037). 

As per claim 5, Koss teaches wherein accessing a predefined web page 
comprises the steps of: browsing to a particular location on the web through the client 
device; receiving in the client device a web page associated with the particular location, 
the web page including a link to the database; and displaying the web page associated 
with the particular location on a display associated with the client device (a user selects 
a hyperlink from hyperlinked web content, U 0039). 

Claims 8 and 15 are rejected under the same rationale as independent claim 1 
arguments. 

Claims 9 and 16 have the same limitation as claim 2; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same subject matter. 

As per claim 10, Koss teaches wherein the GPS device is part of client device 
(communication through a network, 1J 0016). 

As per claim 11, Koss teaches wherein the GPS device is located remotely 
from the client device (over the internet, fig. 2) 
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As per claims 12-14, Koss teaches wherein the client device is a personal 
computer (PC), a personal digital assistant (PDA), a cellular telephone 0| 0013, 0017, 
0020). 

Claims 17-19 have similar limitations as claims 3-5; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same subject matter. 

Claims 6-7 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Koss (USP Application No. 2004/0062213 A1 ) in view of Beckmann et al (US 
Patent 6,901 ,331 B1 ) and further in view of Arner et al (USP Application No. 
2002/0002599 A1). 

As per claim 6, Koss and Beckmann do not explicitly teach wherein accessing 
a database comprises the steps of: accessing an e-mail application through the client 
device, the e-mail application being coupled to the database; and accessing the 
database through the e-mail application. However, Arner teaches the step of accessing 
a database comprises the steps of: accessing an e-mail application through the client 
device (j| 01 39). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references to 
implement the step of accessing a database comprises the steps of: accessing an e- 
mail application through the client device because the system would provide the only 
related information which the user asked for to be downloaded and/or displayed to the 
client device as disclosed by Arner's invention. This would allow users of Koss's 
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system and Beckmann's system to assure that the client system will actually be able to 
execute the downloaded application, as suggested by Arner [see 0015]. 

As per claim 7, Arner teaches wherein the step of accessing an e-mail 
application comprises the steps of: establishing communication between the client 
device and an e-mail server; and accessing the e-mail application through the e-mail 
server (H0140). 

Claim 20 has similar limitation as stated in depend claim 6; therefore, it is 
rejected by the same subject matter. 

Claims 21-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Koss (USP Application No. 2004/0062213 A1) in view of Beckmann et al (US Patent 
6,901 ,331 B1 ) and further in view of Esposito (US Patent 6,1 01 ,496). 

As per claim 21, Koss and Beckmann do not explicitly teach wherein the 
information corresponding to the at least one location is provided as an address. 
However, Esposito teaches wherein the information corresponding to the at least 
one location is provided as an address (Fig. 1a, col. 5, lines 20-21, col. 7, lines 46- 
48). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teachings of the cited references to provide the step 
of the information corresponding to the at least one location is provided as an address 
as disclosed by Esposito and when an address is not included precise street address 
coordinates, for example, a new developments or in an areas overlooked or not 
completely canvassed by the decennial census. Thus, using the contains retrieved 
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latitude and longitude information of Beckmann's system would provide convenience to 
users of Koss's system and Esposito to enter a landmark or waypoint not having a 
conventional navigating associated/or corresponding therewith. 

Claims 22-23 have similar limitation as stated in depend claim 21 ; therefore, they 
are rejected by the same subject matter. 

As per claim 24, Esposito teaches wherein the address is provided as a street 
address (Fig. 1a) 

Claims 25-26 have similar limitations as claim 24; therefore, they are rejected 
under the same subject matter. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed August 8, 2005, with respect to the rejection(s) of 
claim(s) 1-26 under USC 35 103 have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a 
new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of under Koss (US Patent Application No. 
2004/0062213 A1), Beckmann et al (US Patent 6,901,331 B1), Arner et al (USP 
Application No. 2002/0002599 A1) and Esposito (US Patent 6,101,496). 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record, listed on form PTO-892, and not relied upon, if any, 
is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DEBBIE M. LE whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4111. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, JEFFREY GAFFIN can be reached on (571) 272-4146. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 - 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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